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A real leader, had any such been in charge, could not have failed
to impose at this juncture tactics of patience and restraint. The
pendulum was swinging hard towards the conservative side; they
had only to wait and be prudent for the next election to bring
them a majority; and then they could rearrange budget, second
chamber, and everything else to their liking.
Instead, they did exactly what Lloyd George desired. In the
commons they took up positions against the budget, which
allowed of no compromise. At party demonstrations they com-
mitted themselves to fight it without quarter. They even tied
themselves to a special organization—the Budget Protest League.
Then the chancellor turned on them, and delivered over the
country a great series of speeches, every stroke in which drew
blood. That at Limehouse (30 July) is the best remembered, but
it was only one of many. There had been nothing like them since
Chamberlain's campaign for the 'unauthorized programme* in
1885. But Lloyd George had a weapon in his armoury which
Chamberlain lacked—ridicule; and by turning the laugh against
his adversaries he completed their loss of self-control. With skill
he kept the peers in the foreground, constantly presenting them
as the protagonists of monopoly and privilege, so that long before
their leaders had decided to reject his budget he was fore-armed
against their doing so. Behind the scenes he had difficulties in
the cabinet. More than one colleague recoiled before his audaci-
ties. But Asquith stood firm by him there; and also in parliament
and in the country rendered the budget's cause a peculiar service
by the calm weight; of his approval, as coming from an acknow-
ledged financial purist.
So the struggle went forward, and it began to be mooted,
whether the lords would reject the budget. Though attempts
were made to argue otherwise, it could not really be disguised
that this would be unconstitutional. There had been no prece-
dent for such a course for over 250 years; and the whole basis on
which parliamentary government had been built up during that
long period, was that, while the house of commons had power
through the purse to halt a ministry's career and force a dissolu-
tion, the house of lords had not. If the rejection came about and
were acquiesced in by the nation, the control of the executive
by parliament must pass from the elected to the hereditary
chamber. That was scarcely a plausible transfer in the twentieth
century, and it seems almost incredible now, that a great party

